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DETAILED ACTION 

1. : Claims 1- 28 have been examined. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to because components need to be label instead of 
numeral. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended; 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the imnhediate 
prioriversion of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and Where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
chan|ges made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an| 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the cipplicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the; next 
Officb action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance: 



2. 



Claim Objections 

Claims 1 and 3 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
a. The term "whether or not" in preamble of claim 1 is indefinite. 
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b. The term "operating theater*' should replace with "operating room". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 7, 9. 13, 15-18, 19 and 24-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Levin (U.S. 2002/0143320) in view of Reber et al. (U.S. ; 
5,969,606). 

Regarding claim 1, Levin teaches the blood bag having an electronic clip fixed 
thereto, the electronic chip having a loop antenna structured (figure 1) and arranged to 
communicate with an electronic communication device (440) and a simplified electronic 
communication device having a loop antenna connected to a programmable automation 
device (442) (figures 1, 1 and 8 and page 2, paragraphs 14, 16 and page 5, paragraphs 
51,52); 

Wherein transmitting an expiration date, defined as starting from an initial time 
determined by donation in a parent blood bag, carried out in a blood transfusion unit, by 
using the electronic communication device which is combined with an agitating balance, 
the expiration date being stored in the electronic chip of the parent blood bag and then 
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transferred to the electronic chip of a primary blood bag, then transferred to the 
electronic chips of secondary blood bags (page 7, paragraphs 66-70); 

: And allowing the blood bag to be re-qualified when the expiration date have not 
expired, and for the blood bag to be de-qualified when the expiration date have expired 
(page 8, paragraph 72, 80). 

It fails to specific mention the determination of which a maximum allowed time dT 
for being kept outside a controlled-atmosphere enclosure is also defined for 
qualification. 

However, Levin teaches a real-time inventory method for tracking the entering 
and transporting period between the blood bank and other facilities where route and 
destination are noted and recorded (page 7, paragraphs 66, 67, 69 and page 8, \ 
paragraphs 74-77). 

Beber teaches a method of tracking food product include electronic clip to 
monitor for a discard condition of item if the predetermine time duration of expose 
outside is exceeded (column 3, lines 37 and column 4, lines 5-10 and lines 22-68 and 
column 5, lines 1-48). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the time 
threshold determination taught by Beber with the blood bag tracking system taught by 
Levin because any perishable product such as blood and food item requires to store 
under certain temperature to maintain the shelf-life and freshness for its intend use to 
provide a safe blood product and their derivative. Furthermore, the combination would 
result in quality monitoring to decrease product waste. 
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As to claim 3, Levin teaches the tag tracl<ing system is associated with the 
surgical implement in the operating room includes check-in and check-out time : 
(paragraphs 26-32, 38 and 42) and the combination with Beber teaches the re- ; 
qualiincation method when taken out of a controlled-atmosphere enclosure, a re-^ 
qualification time then being stored in the electronic chip (see claim 1 for rejection). 

; It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to associate the tag 
with blood bag when the blood bag is not used and not returned to the controlled- 
atmosphere enclosure to de-qualified because it would ensure the safety of blood 
product by maintain the product temperature. 

As to claim 7, the combination meets the limitation of claims and show a total 
time :for which the blood bag may be kept outside the controlled-atmosphere enclosure 
(see iciaim one for rejection). 

It fails to clearly mention of allowing only one blood bag at a time to be outside. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow only one bag 
to b^ outside the enclosure because it would reduce the waste of blood during operation 
or under a confusing and rushing environment. 

Regarding claim 9, 19, 26 and 27, they correspond to claim 1 and they are 
therefore rejected for the similar reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 . 

As to claim 11 and 21, they correspond to claim 4 and they are therefore 
rejected for the similar reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 4. 
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As to claim 13 and 24, they correspond to claim 7 and they are therefore = 
rejected for the similar reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 

\ As to claim 15 and 28, Levin show transferring the expiration date stored :in the 
electronic chip o f a parent blood bag to the electronic chip of a primary blood bag, and 
to the electronic chips of secondary blood bag (paragraphs 66-67). 

As to claim 16 and 17, Levin teaches the use of blood bag, recordable medium 
(reader and network system), and controlled-atmosphere enclosure (storage cabinet) 
associate with the tracking system (figure 7 and see rejection of claim 1). 

As to claim 18, the combination meets the limitation of claim except it fails to 
shovy a vehicle having a controlled-atmosphere enclosure structure and arranged to 
practice method of claim 9. 

However, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the system would 
implement a vehicle with a refrigerated enclosure as a transportation to transfer and 
distribute the blood bag for a long and extended traveling range and distance from one 
facility to another as illustrate in figure 7 because it would safe and reduce the labor 
cost and effectively transfer blood for necessary use. 

As to claim 25, Levin teaches each compartment being equipped with a 
specialized electronic communication device, the compartmentalized controlled- 
atmosphere enclosure being managed by a programmable automation device (422) 
(figub 7, paragraphs 66-67, 72-75 and 80). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

4. ; Claim 2-6, 8, 10-12, 14 and 20-22 objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form Including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 



applicant's disclosure. 



a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

6. 



Shanaberger (U.S. 5,628,204) "In-home personal blood storage unit" 
Leuenberger (U.S. 5,507.525) "Blood bag labels and the like" 
Dunlap et al, (U.S. 2005/0068182) "Application of radio frequency identification" 
Suzuki et al. (U.S. 4,859,360) "Cholesteric Liquid crystal formulations..." ; 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

8547. 



examiner should be directed to Hoi C. Lau whose telephone number is (571)272f 
The examiner can normally be reached on M- F 8:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571)272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for \ 
publiished applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/825, 1 83 ; Page 8 

Art Unit: 2636 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For rnore information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you lliave questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Hoi G Lau 




